[No. 55] 


FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 94, H. R. 7305, AND 
H. R, 4360 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1954 

The committee met, the Honorable Dewey Short (chairman of th 
committee) presiding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

The Chair would like to announce first that he has conferred with 
the leadership and plans to call up by unanimous consent tomorrow 
2 bills which we have unanimously reported out of the committee 
one extending benefits for nussing’ persons and the other concerns 
the limitation on the number of personnel in our armed services. 

Should anyone obj ct lo the considerdtion Ol either of those meas- 
ures, we will have to go before the Rules Committee tomorrow for 


rules,ip order to call the bills up on Thursday of this week. Lt is 
ImpermtivesgthaPwe do so because the missing persons bill expires 
next Monday, February |. So time is of the essence. 

Befare & begin the hearing on this highly complicated bill, 1 


thinkswe shoul@giave a report from Mr. Shafer’s subcommitte 
Mo Viwson."Before that, may I ask that Mr. Miller look afte: 
the IES Ne persons bill, and that Mr. Rivers look after the other bill? 
Thre Good: on the floor. 
Mpzshiter I fAink has 2 or 3 bills to report on. 
MBbBsuarer. “fhese bills won’t take but a few minutes. 


H. R. 94 


Mr. SuHarer. Mr. Chairman, your subcommittee No. 1 met yester- 
day and considered three bills. The first of these, H. R. 94, a bill 
introduced by Mr. Bennett to authorize the conveyance of the 
federally owned lands within Camp Blanding, Fla., to the State of 
Florida. 

In 1941 the Army leased from the State of Florida its National 
Guard camp known as Camp Blanding. It also acquired fee title to 
some 40,000 acres of privately owned land adjacent to the State camp. 
The Army leased an additional large area from private owners and 
occupied some other small parcels of land under the juridsiction of 
the Department of Interior and the Navy Department. 

Following the war, the large leased area was returned to the owners. 
Most of the temporary type structures which had been erected at the 
camp were sold and removed. Also, the lease covering the State 
camp was terminated and the property returned to the State of 
Florida. 

In 1949 the Navy was granted permission to use some 13,000 acres 
of the Federal area and the State of Florida was authorized to use 
the remainder of the area for National Guard purposes. 
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H. R. 94 would authorize the conveyance of the federally owned 
lands at Camp Blanding to the State of Florida and thereby permit 
a consolidation of the two areas into a single camp. The bill provides 
that during the existence of any national emergency, all of the now 
federally owned land and the State owned land may be used by the 
Federal Government during such an emergency. 

The bill, as amended by your subcommittee, provides for an 
agreement between the Federal Government and the State of Florida 
whereby the natural resources in and on the property would be 
properly managed by the State authorities and the funds derived from 
leasing the property for the exploitation of these natural resources 
would be utilized for this purpose and also for the maintenance and 
preservation of the installation for military purposes. Any residual 
revenue would be shared by the State and the United States. 

The committee made several other amendments, some of them 
merely corrective, and some defining and limiting the rights of the 
State in the utilization of the property. Any leases entered into by 
the State would be terminable at will in order that the property would 
be readily available for Federal military use should such be required. 

The net effect of H. R. 94 would be to insure the preservation of a 
large and potentially useful camp and provide for such preservation 
without the expenditure of Federal funds. 

We had witnesses from the Army engineers. There is no opposition 
to this legislation. And the committee reported it to the full com- 
mittee by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. Then the committee can understand that this is a 
departmental bill? It is approved by the Department of Defense? 

Mr. Suarer. It is not a departmental bill but it, with certain 
amendments, is approved by the Department. 

Mr. Vinson. Has it been cleared by the Budget? 

Mr. Suarer. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

Mr. Chairman, [ move-—- 

The CuarrMan. Any other questions? , 

Mr. Norsuap. There is no reservation of the title to the Govern- 
ment in the bill. Is that to be done by amendment? 

Mr. Bennett. There is a reservation of use in the bill during 
emergencies. 

Mr. Norsuap. I couldn’t find it. I read the thing two or three 
times. 

Mr. Bennert. | will find it for you. 

Mr. Norsuiap. That will be important when it gets to the floor. 

Mr. Bennett. Maybe there is a technical distinction in the 
language. 

Mr. SHarer. It is in the language of the bill. 

The CuarrMan. Is there a recapture clause? 

Mr. Smarr. Yes, recapture of use. 

Mr. Benner. Page 5, in the original bill, and the amendments—— 

Mr. Norsiap. The bill I have has no page 5, H. R. 94. 

Mr. Bennett. Well, what has he, Mr. Kelleher? 

I am reading from page 5, line 4. 

Mr. Keviener. Recapture of use during an emergency, recapture 
of title only if the State attempts to dispose of the property. 
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Mr. Norsiap. O. K. This is all right, Charley. 

Mr. Vinson. The amendment is not printed in 94. 

Mr. Smart. May I suggest, Mr. Chairman and Mr. Shafer: I 
understand a clean bill is to be introduced and rather than 94 the clean 
bill will be the one that will be reported, whatever the number might 
be. 

Mr. SuHarer. That is right. 

Mr. Vinson. May I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the record show 
that the committee acts on the clean bill without a number, instead 
of on H. R. 94? 

Mr. Smarr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. That is the understanding of the committee. 

The CuHarMan. The amended bill for H. R. 94 will be the one sub- 
mitted. 

Without objection, the bill is favorably reported. And I will ask 
Mr. Shafer to handle the new clean bill. 

Mr. SHarer. Why not let Mr. Bennett, the author of the bill, 
handle it? 

The CHarrMan. It is all right. 

Mr. Bennett. Thank you. 

The CHarrMan. On his side. You on one side and Mr. Bennett on 
the other. 

Mr. Bennetr. Thank you. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Bennett represents the minority. 

The CuHarrMANn. Yes. You two gentlemen will handle the bill. 

Mr. Benneti. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. All right, what is the next? 


H. R. 7305 


Mr. SuHarer. Well, your subcommittee also considered H. R. 7305, 
a departmental measure, which would retrocede to the State of Ohio 
concurrent jurisdiction over certain highways within Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base. 

The State highways involved in this measure are heavily traveled— 
and there are three of them—by the civilian public. 

The retrocession of concurrent jurisdiction to the State will permit 
the State to enforce traffic regulations on such highways. The United 
States will retain jurisdiction for such military control as is necessary. 

The Department of Defense sponsored this measure. The Bureau 
of the Budget believes that general legislation should be enacted, but 
has no objection to this bill as an interim measure. Your subcom- 
mittee recommends favorable consideration of H. R. 7305. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move the bill be favorably reported. 

Mr. SuaFer. Incidentally, this situation exists in many reservations, 
military reservations throughout the country, where State highways 
run through the camps. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Suarer. And the State authorities have no jurisdiction. And 
many of these camps have been closed or mothballed and there is no 

rotection on those highways at all. Some of the highways have 
een closed to the civilian public as a result of not having general 
legislation. 

We thought it would be well to report this as interim legislation 
and then come out later with a bill, a general bill. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Vinson moves that the bill be favorably 
reported, 

All in favor say ‘‘Aye,”’ 

Opposed, ‘‘No.” 

The bill is favorably reported. 


H. R. 4360 


Mr. Suarer. Now, your subcommittee also considered another bill, 
H. R. 4360, introduced by Mr. Roberts of Alabama. 

That bill would authorize the conveyance of some 50 acres compris- 
ing a portion of Fort McClellan to the city of Anniston, Ala. Some 
of this property is surplus to the needs of the military and had been 
so declared to the General Services Administration. Other portions 
are still under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army. Mr. 
Roberts, during his testimony, recommended that the bill be amended 
in certain particulars. As so amended, there arose some doubt as to 
whether your committee would have the jurisdiction over this measure 
since the only property which would be conveyed is under the techni- 
eal jurisdiction of the General Services Administration and not under 
the Army. 

Mr. Roberts was advised by the committee to introduce a new bill, 
which he is going to do, and he will confer with you. 

As it was written, the Budget Bureau and General Services Adminis- 
tration both opposed the measure. 

Mr. Vinson. We are not in position, Mr. Chairman, to act this 
morning on that bill. 

Mr. Suarer. No; we are not asking for action. This is merely a 
report on the action of the committee in persuading Mr. Roberts to 
withdraw his bill. 

Mir. Vinson. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, was the bill in its original 
form approved by the Department? 

Mr. SHarer. No. 

Mr. Hess. The Department of Defense said they had no objection 
to it. 

Mr. Suarer. They had no objection, but it was not approved by 
the Budget Bureau or the General Services Administration. 

Mr. Vinson. Off the record, Mr. Chairman. 

(Statement off the record.) 

Mr. SuHarer. Our subcommittee was opposed to it vesterday under 
those conditions. 

Mr, Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Suarer. We think the city of Anniston should pay a fair price 
for the land. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We had a project in my part of the world and we 
made the General Services Administration dispose of it. They had 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. Saarer. They didn’t want to pay any money for it. 

Mr. Rivers. They had to pay money for it, too. 

The CHarrMan. Well, we will take up this new bill later. 

Mr. Su‘rer. After getting title to it, they wanted to sell some to 
outsiders, 

(Whereupon the committee proceeded to further business.) 
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